In the above paper, Table 1 Analysis of isotope effects in NMR one-bond indirect nuclear spin-spin coupling constants in terms of localized molecular orbitals 
and Figures 1 to 4 have to be multiplied by the constant factor p. These changes have no influence on the discussion or conclusions of the paper as all values are equally affected. The correct reference 55 is: discovered. Specifically, the previously used code erroneously included levels that are not allowed by nuclear spin statistics. The corrected code fits the optical Stark spectra to give the permanent electric dipole moments, m e , of 7.00 AE 0.10D and 5.11 AE 0.23D The name of the second author should be spelled M. Santhosh Kumar. In our original publication of this work 1 the effective integral electric double layer (EDL) capacitance C EDL eff was used. In this addendum we augment the original analysis by exploring behavior of the integral capacitance C i . It will be shown that that C EDL eff and C i behave quite differently as a function of voltage and usage of the conventional definition of C i is preferred.
The effective integral EDL capacitance is given by eqn (13) in ref. 1 and repeated in eqn (1) here:
where Q electrode is the electrode charge, A is the electrode area and DU EDL is the electric double layer potential, which is given by the potential difference between the electrode potential and bulk potential:
The effective integral EDL capacitance C EDL eff has been used by the simulation community (e.g., Feng et al., 2 Reed et al., 3 and Kislenko et al. While the definition of C EDL eff given by eqn (1) has been used in simulation studies, [2] [3] [4] we feel that it is highly beneficial to augment the results presented in the original paper 1 with the integral electrode capacitance data calculated using the conventional definition from Bard and Faulkener,
The integral capacitance C i [eqn (3)] reflects the charge stored in an electrode with the unit area upon potential change from U PZC to a given EDL potential. The integral capacitance C i does not lead to discontinuities and large negative values near U PZC provided that the value of U PZC is known precisely. It also allows one to make a more transparent comparison than C EDL eff given by eqn (1) with differential EDL capacitance:
The purpose of this comment is to emphasize that the effective integral EDL capacitance [eqn (1) ] reported in a number of MD simulations, 1-4 yields (as expected) a different behavior near PZC from the integral electrode capacitance given by eqn (3). A comparative plot between the two capacitances is shown in Fig. A1a and b for molten LiCl at 900 K, under a non-fluctuant flat electrode charge setup. 1 The integral electrode capacitance [eqn (3)] was evaluated by assuming a PZC potential of À0.124 V. As expected, the integral capacitance C i defined by eqn (3) does not have any discontinuity for the precisely known PZC. However, due to numerical errors, one particular point from simulations closest to PZC is out of trend with other simulation results (Fig. A1b) . The integral capacitance [eqn (3)] shows a U-shaped (Fig. A1b) behavior for LiCl molten salt next to the flat electrodes, which is similar to the behavior of the differential capacitance reported in the original paper. 1 Note that close to U PZC the differential and integral capacitances are asymptotically equal as expected. In the original paper we focused on the analysis of the differential capacitance instead of focusing on the integral capacitance because the former is more useful in evaluation of the energy stored by the capacitor and allows a straightforward interpretation of the charge storing ability in the EDL as a function of applied voltage.
Theory of the photodissociation of ozone in the Hartley continuum; effect of vibrational excitation and O( Careful re-examination of the computer codes used to calculate the photodissociation dynamics in the title paper has uncovered some errors. The principal error occurred in the interpolation of the transition dipole moment surface and has resulted in the fact that the published cross sections and product state distributions in the paper are incorrect. The code has now been corrected and new calculations have been performed. In keeping with the comment of Schinke and Grebenshchikov, 1 the number of angular grid points used has been increased from 32 to 70. All other parameters, i.e. grid sizes, number of radial grid points and total time, are the same as reported in ref. We have discovered that some of the numerical simulations of optical properties in the above paper 1 were inaccurate in the red part of the spectrum. This was due to instabilities in the routine used in the program to interpolate dielectric properties from a sparse table, in this case of the glass substrate used. The program uses a parabolic interpolation routine and at least three values of the dielectric constants as a function of wavelength are required for stable interpolation. This was not the case in our original work in which we set the refractive index of the glass to be 1.52, specified at only two wavelengths (295 nm and 1770 nm). The result was that the interpolation routine erroneously inflated the dielectric constants of the glass substrate in the red part of the spectrum, which in turn red-shifted some of the plasmon resonances of the precious metal nanoparticles.
Corrected versions of Fig. 5, 6 , 7 and 9 are presented here. The change to the original Fig. 8 is small and not important. The dielectric data for glass used here are listed in Table 1 . 
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Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2010, 12, 15132-15146 | 15141 The equations from pages 2-4 should be labelled consecutively. That is to say, on page 2, the second equation labelled as (I) should be (6), and those labelled as (6)-(8) should be (7)-(9). On page 3, the equation labelled as (9) should be (11) and on page 4, the equation labelled as (11) should be (12).
The version of Fig. 2 published in the article contained errors and is replaced by the following figure: In addition, the signs of eqn (6) and (9) were incorrect; the correct versions are as follows:
Eqn (6): View Online
